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That geopolitics is a pseudo-science is less easily recognizable because the roots are deeper and fall in line with nineteenth-century naturalism, which is the transferring of the Darwinian concept of liie-and-death struggle to the humanities. This naturalism was a characteristic of European thought in the latter part of the nineteenth century. I have referred to the international European character of the origins of geopolitics. It started with RatzeFs conception of "state organism" as a struggling, living thing, and Kjellen's The State as Living Form. Unmistakably drawing its inspiration from the Darwinian interpretation of the animal world, the naturalistic tendency was to transpose the laws of the animal world to the human world in the name of science. In his essay " Living-space: A Bio-Geographical Study" (1901), Ratzel clearly used Darwinian terms of the animal world and made no bones about it.
The danger lies in the fact that unless one denied the freedom of the human will and talked of physical forces and mechanical "laws of expanding space" and "organisms," with the nature of topography as a god determining the growth and death of nations, one could not appear "scientific" at all. Furthermore, science wants to predict, and only determinism enables us to predict. In the realm of geopolitical thought Oswald Spengler, whom Haushofer quoted implicitly, expressed most clearly the view of human culture in terms of plant morphology as something rooted in the "soil" and growing and dying with it. His pessimism is a direct result of his determination, which is again a result of his naturalism. It is because its roots are deep in European thought and in European power politics that we cannot think or Haushofer's development as a local German aberration.
We cannot therefore say that geopolitics has no valuer it has a clear set of naturalistic values, the values of power